ABSTRACT
Thus the positive side of globalization is that globalization is accelerating the process of democratization in a country with all the insistence that it causes.
Fifth problems above has now become an international concern which is said to be moving towards a global community level with the main trigger of communication technology. At a further level, the concept of citizenship (socially) moves from the citizens of a country become citizens of the world (global community). The implication does not rule out the idea of hegemonic ideas issued by a government, (who later assumed as public consent by the citizens) can be appreciated again by concerned citizens after interacting with the citizens of the world.Multinational Corporation, NGOs, local government and even individuals now play a role in determining the issues that were inspired by the realization of democracy, such as issues of social justice, democracy, labor, gender and the environment. The awareness is then packaged in the form of legislation through the legislative processes in the country.
Roberto M.Unger stated that in fact the jurists of the nineteenth century have sought to create a legal structure that is based on the idea of democracy and the free market , there is a commitment to a democratic republic and the market system as part that must exist in the republic 1 . Thus there is a kind of mutualism symbiosis between the demands of the enactment democracy with free market mechanisms, namely that the free market will benefit if the interests of capitalism In accordance with the perspective in critical theory paradigm, hence ontologically, in this paper the law or rules of law which is meant to uphold democracy conceived as a reality that arises because there are powerful interests behind the rule of law. Epistemologically, the authors not only describe something, but intends to bring awareness that the realization of democracy through the rule of ( 1991 ) , Held ( 1980 ) , and Tar ( 1979 ) , says that because of critical theory is not " a single or unified approach, " so the notion of critical theory can not be defined in one definition This paper was wrote in sociolegal approach which conceptualize law as the independent variable and also the dependent variable. Consequently, a description of democracy which affect the birth of law and doctrinal principles of law, become an integral part of the discussion in this historical approach.
Democracy From Ancient Perspective to Modern Era
It is inevitable that democratic discourse is a discourse that is born through a Plato, of course influenced by the social order of his time, where belief in the power of the deity is very dominant in the concept of human thought in the city-state ( Polis ) of the time. According to Plato, the universe actually has two (2 ) world : First, the real world ( phenomenon ) and the second, an ideal world ( ideos ). For Plato , the ideal world ( ideos) contains ideal things, very good, which is eternal timeless. Existing ideals, sourced from the deity, and should be the guideline for the real world ( phenomenon ). The View ( real ) of Plato's hypothetical : In society has decreed the existence of : ( 1 ) The problem is who is able to convey ( transfer ) the substance of the ideal world to the real world ? Plato says that the power of deity is delivered to humans through " good thoughts that exist in a good spirit " and it is on the sophy ( philosopher ). So the sophy ( philosopher ) serves to transfer the substance that is in the ideos world into the real world. Ideals that had been sourced from the ideos world further should be guidance in real life, so that the laws are sourced from the 2 Arnold J. Toynbee , 1959, Greek Historical Thought : From ideos world should also be guidelines that must be adhered to the real world ( phenomenon ). Any violation of the law is a violation, even a sin. So human behavior in the real world must adjust to the law which is based on those ideos. In
Plato's view, the law which is then enforced in the real world is a natural law that comes from the truth of the deity that was delivered by the power of the deity in the human mind, through the " merit " of the philosophers. For the author, this is what could be the explanation of the inception of the deductive approach.
In Plato's idea,is the sophy (philosopher) that play a role in the government of the country while maintaining adherence to the law. However, after seeing the reality, Plato then changed his mind by stating that, a country in ideal world never existed (never formed). The city-state ( polis ) in reality is not governed by the sophy (philosopher), but ruled by -at first -by the ruling military (timocracy group) and then taken over by a bunch of rich people in power (oligarchi). Then from the rich people in power, the government was taken over by the common people (democracy). Plato called it a slump. Much more slumped when the citystate (polis) ruled by a single person (tyranny). Such then in Plato's ideal, the sophy ( philosopher ) so trusted because it is assumed to have a good mind and soul so that it can take wisdom. So Plato developed deductive approach departs from the belief that the deity is eternal law and contains the truth. Further interpretation that the deity law is good, universal. Therefore facts events must be in accordance with the laws of the deity. Thus be an understanding that deductive reasoning is an approach that " does not respect " the fact that the dynamic and actually constantly evolving.
The thoughts of Plato was followed by Aristotle ( 384-322 BC ) to say, obedience to the law of the city-state ( Polis ) both written and unwritten -that is sourced from a deity -is moral obedience called as a justice. For the sake of that fairness, the law must be obeyed. So it was in the era of Plato and Aristotle, obedience to the law is a necessity, because the law derived from divine truth. In 
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They do not acknowledge the sovereignty of God as the basis of each rule 3 .
According to them, the sovereignty of the people is the only true basis. The sovereignty of the people inspired by the view that all people are born equal. No particular person or group because of rank, have special rights to rule. Based on the similarity of community members as human beings and as citizens of the state, based on the belief that no person or group of people who just have the right to rule others, it must be said that the authority to govern the community should be based on assignment or mandate and approval of citizens. This confidence is then expressed in terms of people sovereignty.
Philosopher who has great influence teaching is John Locke (1632-1704). He is a philosopher of Rational era (Age of Enlightenment) of England who lived during the Glorious Revolution which gave birth to the Parliament in the constitutional monarchy system. According to John Locke, motivation of establishment of the state is to ensure the human rights, especially its property.
Therefore, the primary obligation of the state is to protect the lives and property of citizens, should not be more than that. The powers that be in the state is the power delegated by the people. Therefore, the state authority is limited and not absolute.
In this context lies the importance of the law. However, in fact we found that practices of democracy and the legal system which render still refers to the spirit of Western-style democracy. Not to mention the rules of law which bore also refers to Western thinking.Various legislation in Indonesia has been published to facilitate democracy and the free market.
Globalization which was originally expected to encourage the growth of democratic good governance and empowering people, turned out to cause a tendency of poor governance.Causes of poor governance in general stem from domestic issues related to global economic interests are patterned neo-liberal and should be defined in a number of government policies, even if it has negative impact on the environment and humans. Policies to foster accountability, 
Conclusion
There is a strong relationship between capitalism , democracy and globalization. The relation is described as follows : capitalism as a way of thinking that puts the welfare of the individual through the accumulation of profits in the implementation requires very minimal role for the state, and the inevitable domination of the country. The dominance of the state, based on the experience will lead to excess absence of opportunities for people to develop his own without depending on the country. Therefore the power of the state should not be absolute, must be divided to avoid absolutism. To be able to evolve the community are who are equal citizens. It is the community who determine their representatives in government. The interests of the community in the country is that they could live to develop and accumulate their welfare benefits. It is all there in the meaning of democracy.Globalization is essentially the expansion of capitalism, because globalization is a process that occurs after the ideology of the politic-economy capitalism into a "winner" in the competition of communist versus capitalist economic system, from 1945 to 1989.
Since the globalization is identic with the expansion of capitalism, the characteristics and demands to perpetuate capitalism must be embodied in Countries willing to make adjustments laws that facilitate the free market, even if it is contrary with their constitutions.The things that appear as democratic awareness
should not be explained easily as something that is sure to bring prosperity, because it can not be denied however that the democracy which then manifests itself in a variety of legal rules, can contain pros, though it is said to have accepted as truth.Conclusions about the relation of capitalism, globalization and democracy from the perspective of critical legal studies would be different if discussed in positivism perspective, since each paradigm (critical theory and positivism) has a foundation of ontology and epistemology that is different. The synergy of discussion from the perspective of critical legal studies with positivism would give a balanced discussion, so it is useful to build a new construction of meaning of democracy that increasingly reflects on social justice.
